"Si® 137^-33004/99 



REGD NO. D. L.-33004/99 


^hz (Bazette of 3udia 


EXTRAORDINARY 

WIT III—T3ni5 4 
PART III—Section 4 


yrfUaRiT ^ n »4> i l>m 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 








tf. 153 ] 18, 2000/ 3 T H y i<1U | 27, 1922’ 

No. 153] _ NEW DELHI, MONDAY. DECEMBER 18, 2000/AGRAHAYANA 27, 1922 


18 rWWR, 2000 

if. 1^1 41 /43/2000-^'iJl'll<3.—HPiMtiH 1963 ( 1963 ^ 38 ) '^ «IHT 48 SRT 31^ 

y?wn % %i3; ■'fnnr f i 
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tTTW ^'. / 43/2000-^3T>fr€t 


4)1^^ MxlH "Ml'H 




3TT^?T 

(Hc|H'<, 2000 ^ 27'# 1%^ W) 

2IF TTFfoU WT (7Tl3ftiM) glTT linFfRi’T ^ ^ 'Uq,<lvl 

iJ?Jc^ ^llPld iTEftW i^t TRffSRl 11 

2, iTraffiM ^ ^ERTT^ ^1 PlHfcHl^sIrl ^ 1%?n t 

(i) f^FT dd'MI'l'l F7 ^ el<4Ft 1%7?T dlcli ;3fR <F'Ic 1H'I dl'^ (d\J 

cFl^TFr FTHT ^ t ifl 37n^ cfTc^ ^ 

c(^feF-sfT 6|\Jlli| <17^41^ 4 did I 3ff7 ^ dd^ ^ 

d'l4lH ^ did*-*)! dr4 ^rfd 4ldiil fd^^ f4idl didl ^ I 

d) 


.1420 GI '200n 










I 


1. ^ UAz,tl It Ui-1.>.U1A ; t^LlRAuKUl. .AR . 


|i'/\RT iJI—jEr. 4J 


(ii) ^flFsfl^ cf>r ^ RFf ^ 

^ ^ 11 3RT. % 3MT?T 3fR f^RT^ Rir 

t 3fk ytfTRRTt 1^ WK ?T5MT ^ cRJH 1%T[ RTT rIt 

11 ^ Wf cjd^'inj^, vjrTT^tffi^f ajV q^ if cRJ^ Tyi^ grn^ 

3T^ 6f|^ 3ff£rcP 11 

(iii) cn^ ^ ^ ^ kkJk ^ ^fiRiRT^r ii ^ 

3TtRfr r^ ^ 11 ^TTf^ ^ ^FRTH krtllkR k I 

2.2, WEfRT A ^TPTTRT^ i ]?F??RT ^ ^ kFkcHfkfT 

iRIc^ wj wim srr: 


ai.TT. 

cp^BTT ^31 kwg 


UTTTlkTl ^ 



(^qk ^) 

(TJq^lf ^) 

1, 

20' (Tsflefr) 

2,910/- 

2,600/- 

2 

40' 3ft7 aifecp (Bflcft) 

4,300/~ 

3,900/- 

3. 

20' (ek fq) 

4,410/- 

3,000/- 

4, 

40' 3ft7 31%p (ck ^) 

6,460/- 

4,500/- 


3. %rff^ ?r%?n i ZI? TJ^TtM kf^FT tRjkvTT3ff/qTR OTkrTBrf krlkll^ 

f^Rjrrk #eT tjf^rnf^ w 3 jt i utrt fewkkt ^ f^rnC^ri t ■ 

4o ^T^-efT#B 

(i) qiYcitf, 2000 ^ ^kFf ■^sk/kkfR/kkFefr ^ ^ ^ eft I 

RTcT^IFff IT? ^ Wsqr ^ <J)(^B? ?TgSivT SRTSf 3i4l?lcf cjcffckf^ ^ "Tt 

^T1 'Wrk ^ kt cpkfk ^ qi'll'tlRa c|v?^ cfff q'lvrHT '^BT ^ ^ Btfk 

^ kkfR ^ 3Tf^ Wft T#RR ^ I <^R>H ^ ^ ^ 

Tjui^l qff ^ 1f^ ckelHl ^ pel'll ^ eiO'Hq ^■{J,’Tl 311 sjt I ^RTfcTV, 

WM ^ RTifr ^fk?fr kt kkikt (si^ik eiwi 250 i aso rt?) 

c^ TTf^ qMl^rlRcl cf)^ cfH Rpk feRJT ®1T I 

(ii) "ikk?! ^ Biw 3i?Rt^ TWIT ^ ^ cjcfttkRB Rik ^ 

^HT T^ ^1 THTT^T i cnKU| t ^ i ktcTkT 

RTcTUFflr ^ #31 T# afk ^kRTkr ^ qHImRd ^ 7^ ^ I Tf? cfRk 300 # 500 

^t^uRr w kmi 

(iii) ^'1 i;hi!cT 3fR iprarkTi^ Rrii^ 3jk 3iikci?r RxRii # ^ Tig^ ^ki ^defi t% 

f I i RFRTR #t#RT Tf #r #3H3fT 7^ 11 i kriR # ^klB t ■hi# 

7T?5T1 TjcffktRB vrik di# '5i#i7 Rrk # kRRk ^ arkfcp y^iR 
d i k i k r ^ Bdi7^ f cktf# ^ rt^ript gcTicflRn #3f ^ tru^ i cpk-q^ft 
^ ?1F wft kl ^ ^ 3JTk If (TRl ^ Tfraikkt ^ IPTT^ # ^ 

TfcpcT t) araicfi ^ Tig^ wf 5i7i kkiWr # tt?# #3icr f, Tfk b^ aikicp 
cTTfra^ ’Tl^ TIM kcTT 11 
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(iv) ^ ^ 3fl^ ^ f ^ ^ ^3ft^ ^ \i44'W oiJcl^HRJ 

^ f^ 11 

(v) ^ ^ yfriWClt ^ #3I^M ^ 3lf^ Wit 

Ch'<^^v!'l' ^ 3I|tt>r^d ^ clIdKmcIH ^ 

^ ^ ^IPTRNUT eWdoH ^ ^ 3ITm 11 

(i) y^?M ^ WTcT 11 

(ii) <s|lc^i cfj^'T^ c^ M6'«1'1 c}ft *l1\jjc;i cT^ ^ clJi^dy cfft ^ cfjt 3I^t?n cP7 ^ 

^Rfifcp Wi cfTt^ ^Icjm^n IIN ^ t ^'Hf^kJ ^ 3IFJ ^ 11 ^ 
ch^'iy ^ 3iq|it<f| 37R ^ 3jt? ^ 'isllc^l <4)<^d'< ^ 3I^ffT y*TN 

^fW?TT 11 3RT: ?^TRT t fcfl TjaiT ^ spTTI? ^ kJTTl? I 


(i) ?Ti g3>rT am^ y^RTM ^ yni-dNiui ct,'<^d>!'l' u^wd wr Tiif^i^ 

^ Wl^dl aft^ WKI 11 

(ii) mR\ t #aiWr^ git afR |kj ^ ggTi? c^ c^ 

aig^t gt v^n^diflcD ^ ^grf^ i 

(iii) ■<ihti?rg cix^d'^t aiidRcb »7R?ftg wft g?! aigR wnggr^ f i 

?git ai^grg e^ aig;^ ^T-dR ^trct ^ f^gigrg ^ eiwr 500-600 ^^ 1 ^ 
rigi gggt ^afftt^ ■t gngT gg 'licudi ^ afR ^aft^t^r an? ^RcTrg g^pfr ^ 
gftg^ git gr^mg 200-300 ggj gggt ^igg gg ^figgrr 1 1 gf^ 

. ■'ittaM^ ^ andftgj giFit ^g^rt ^ fctg 20 ' aft? 4o' gi^g^ 

ggidFI ^ feig fcT^ ggje^ F? f^dK g^Tdri ^ cff 'ittaMt^ ^ aifciRgd Higi 
gt ^ gr? WdT |! I ai?r; g?ng 11% 2600 /- gg^/20‘ afR 3900 /- 
/40' gi) gt ^ gt'^gyt ^ dcTig giFit ^ feig PtdlRd gtt grig 1 




Rm (art; 




) 


(i) gg gg''rf1aiT| gg gg ggetg 1 1 

(ii) gg aftdftgi g^gg) ^ mii») ggt gi^^ ^ 1^ gi^g^ gg^fl gtt ^ d^g>M 
ftgt'Fg agggggvgi g? ^g; gg 11 

g^Mg 


gg ggg gt iR^rg gg gg^tg gR^ %. ?gT^ git^fg git aiRiRgd grgRggg g^^ 
Rlcg ^-fgig 1 
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^ (HR?) 

(i) ?TT ^HWN ^ Wit ^ ararar ^ 

(p'i’t 3ft7 yl<r^l6M cfiT^ clit iltviHI cf>T '^el f^el ^ WRTcI <P>i^ ^ | 3^1: ^ 
#3fFfr€r ^ TicT ^f?r WRIT t ^ «njT^ ^ ^ 

^ I ^ WT ^ 3TT^ptcfRTr cf^t 6|(f 1*^ ^ ■’Trn '^I'M ^ ^ 3fR 

wfr #lt| 

(ii) ^jTFT^ ^ R^ccp N<icp ^ cf)R cfl^ ^ yfri ^ 

# I ^silft, t 1% ^ ^ ^if^ ^ RPT^ ^Rt t Ht 

^ 3ri;f^ cFifif^ tft ^iiNN ^ yfri'WtSt ^ siiff 

t r 

(iii) v4r^l^c|tjctj ^ RtT^ cpcjH \3cil>^ c^fc[>^ Tf? Slf^lcF vlf^cT st'H 

ari^ iiHiMi'^ui RT^ 3iartq RiR ^ iRR R? 3if£i^ ^ ad^ rt31t Rd ^i?r<4r 
^ 1^ ^FRRH ^ R^ ’tt fWvi am; i aifril^, wi ^ 

Rt^Rfr R^ ^ ^ RTWT t aft RTH ^ ?tttT fc^ RRR I RRTeRFt 

Rit ^t fel l f^VdU RfR# Rlt ^ RtpRT?R afFl ^ff^tRa^ RR 
aifitRl IR^RTef ^ ^RTI 

(iv) R? R^ 'dTRIcJR^dl y^JC^A R? itt f^RF? RT? 'RRIcTT 11 rWrI ’t 

fclfc|t|(ilij t RR'-g RffR f^irR ^ RIY^ ^Ffl^ RR f^RN RFf 

RTR)^ t f^TR^ R ^ RR cHI^Rt cpt ^ RR^ RTR^ ^ wlrlRjcl RRTR 
R^ I RK^R f^tWTRR afh? F5R yObRl Rit ?R ^RFR ^ Rl®tR> RtcRT^R 

f^r<^ I 

(v) R^ R? SRTR a#^ RIRIRRUT RR RR RR RTRRTR €t RR>RTR g^Rl 

R^ t RlRRFm ^ ^"R l^RmvTfel WR RRRt Rf ^ «RTR ^ 
3TTRYRR 11 Rf^ Rt 3TR1 R^^R^ot itt t - 

— RIRTRTRR sf^RTait, f^utRR: 'dtRT—RJcR fiKI ad^Rtf^lR yf^Riait RR 
RRofTRlRR 

- RR RTRflR Ret RJ R'^R^ R>t aiNMI^ ^ RFltt f^f^RR Rl^ ^ 
Rfrlf^f'^ RFRttR RRR 3^ 3TRTRti^ Jil^l^l^fRt RR RPf 11 

4. ^aMcfr i\ 11 aiRfR 2000 Rlt ?R RTPRt R^t R^ ^gRRT^ Rtt R^ ajtl ^gRRT^ 

RRR f^t’Rfell^R RRTTR RR et : 

^ttTR ^trt (Rfrar^M) 

(i) RRTlf^ TtgRR RTRTRTRR RRdi ^ RRR t 3TR: ^ aRRptt ^ ^q^tR^ 

an RRkTT # I 

(ii) RTRTRTRR RRN ^1 R1R~RT^ Rllf^lcl 11 RTRPR Rt^ c^ ^ RTR-RF?! 
'RtRR-RR' ^f TTlfJtRT 11 
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(iii) cf)T d^I dd^lM 3TKTT ^ eft ^ 'ft'Hyct) 

^ ^TefT^ ^ 1 

' (iv) ^ Tj^neR ^ ^ t aft? ^ wr 

t eft ^ cf)T ^ OTR ^ ^T I 

(v) #j^/^ate^ ^ ^ ^J^pn ^ ^ 

(vi) BPTfr s^ ^ ^ ^ 11 PeH ^ f^raJ^eTT ^ cfTRuj ^rETf^ 

tR gfem 11 am; gemr afippM ^ ^f?r i ^ ^ 

arFrr-^sTFTT aitfer^fiRTeT ^ i ?mf[ ^ afr? ^ ^ ^ 

^ffr I ^ f%^ ^i ^ I 

(vii) ^fttaft^, ^ PT? ^ ^ [ml4tiiaft ^ f^'f afR ^m tf ^ ^ ^ 

vr^ c^Rmr 1 

^c|T4 > 

?P ^afpM ^ ^ReTlP ^ 11 

^T 

^aft^Tcff ^ m-^5 oJ ar^^ pT'^ ^ w ^ft ^fTTl%Tj i 

vfN^ RT^^ ^1 R 

(Wffr^T^) 

(i) ^ ^ReM ■'it t i amif^ ^ 3T^C1 % \ 

(ii) ■^ttafWti^t ^ Wf Mjw <4)^<ii eft cfcrr ^^IVr't ^ aid'^r ^ 

(iii) ^ttaft^t^f ^ ^TRfpeR^ MJ<^'i'{'i af^im v5c^<£( ^Rm Btm i 

(iv) ^^ttaM^r, ^ ^ ^ amr wm, ^ratf^ p[tppM ^f ^3?TmcfmT 

ait^ # \ am: ^fftaMt€t cn#^ c^ cg^5 arRifRcm ^Rm ^ i 

Rm 

(i) WRcfj wefcfft ait^ ^aft^ <i 5 t ^ wm 11 

(ii) afem: f^rf^m amFPff ^wr t, ^ I 

(iii) d<Jlf^ld WT RIRT ^ ^fmm ^ PRfT ^ »tt am^RT ^ PTTR | 

(iv) afk yj^MctJdi c^ fm ?^r?iT w[ ^ i 

(v) PTeram ^ MiftM cRrfT ^ eft RTgcfeT ^ R f^nptt ^ 

PTTR^ ? 

(vi) <Hll RT^tfeT ^ ^ftHT/^ateRTT sfllHtd ^ ? vffeji^teit ^^IlHtd ^ I 
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^0 af k Ao 3TTf^-T^td 

5. ^ fVra tttj ; 

(i) #3iVM. ^ c^/^3^ 3lk ^TTwm ^ ^ 

Pif^T^cl 3ET^ ^ ^T?fm cfj^l 

(ii) TraWiaff ^ ce^ afr? ^i E^ ^ ^ ^ utem 

^ TTTf^rEf 

6.1. ^ 29 2000 ^ 3ET^ TTRTRSJ^ STfT W'Wld fcfRTT 

eiT 1 IJTEM ^ ^ TRrfT^ (^JcET 4 tT 2.2 ^ 3rjfTN) ^T y-KIlf^cl TfFTRRnr c^ 

3lRlRcRi PiHf^f^ TTcfpg?cT yW ywilclrf tttt ^ : 

{^) WyTFTtT ^ ^ srR ilHM'iui y?T^ 



<ldHl*l 

y'WiMfi 


(wit ^r) 

(wft ^) 

20' ^jgTctr 

910-00 

820-00 

20' ^ ^ 

3010-00 

2350-00 

40 E^TEft 

1300-00 

1170-00 

40' cT^ ^ 

4560-00 

3460-00 


(Ey) xRKRFRT ^af ett^ in? EfaiT ^ ^ 3lU fWtW: W^RTTcT ^af 

^ WR ?TafT ^ ^IPTPETT^ ^ y^TETT RTT? 

yT[R 


ddHM 

UWlfcld 

(wft ^) 

(wft ^) 


20' EaTcft 

1910-00 

1720-00 

20' ET^ ^ 

4010-00 

3000-00 

40' EsITctt 

2800-00 

2520-00 

40' 'Ef^ 

6060-00 

4550-00 


6 .2. ^ 3fR 3T^ yrpft f^ 3TeFT-^ ^5^ yff ?TWHT ^ ^ 

yT?M t| 
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7. ^ TTFTc^ ^fTRjpt ^|^cfl|^ $ if 3^7 WT fcTcTR-fclTI^t 

^ an^iR l^rRfeT%cT wt ^ fcT^rr? cfiTHi : 

(i) ^ ^cf^IFT c^ TTH ^ 7JHHTT0T cf^t^ ^ f^ V^R 

?TTfir^^ ^ 11 WI WITfrTTSfr ^ ^ WR 3T24fe SfTTTRT y^TTcR sfR 

^ 3RTy-3R=FT ^mR ^ ^ 11 |Rt y^y ^ Tf 

TTHRR^yTRf mw^ ^ fc^ ^JHIRR^ Ep y?wr y^r^ ^ 
c^ y^tTTcT c^ >5Ty ^f vjny i 

(ii) y^torarr ^ ymry y^r wm 11 

(ill) ^afrM ^ 3Ty^ ^3^ y wfm feyr t ^ f^TRfc^ cfm fMM 
^ ^?T5yrT ^ yfr yy ^ ■ 

(y) y 3Rnfy ypTRcR^y yrr yW yfR ^ y?wf 

(7y) yyHRFm ysif ypTRTyy yy y)yt 3fR ^ yg^y 

(y) srJ? y'^^vi'M ya# ^ yay ^ ^ 3RPkf 3fR 

ygy yep sfU ^ Jp 3TcRfcT vifR arty yyyxjHiei ya# y yryRRR 
y^^y^ yy ywy 

(iv) ^ 'de^'isi fepyi t f% TRprifcfcT y^ 'ycTypT yypy ^ Tyrc^i ypbR^ ^ 

f^ 10 yfrRKT 3j)? gy ^ fcR 25 yfrmy t"-) 7^ yry 

yRepIc^y y?r y| t i ery ^ cRRm ^ yefyry yypfr y yyyt ip? ppy-yr^ 

^ ?TTf^ t, 3|?f, cfy §y ^P^Y e^ 3Tf^ f^iycT ^ ^ I 

(v) 'R^wrt ys# H 20 ' 3?)? 40' ^ gy yRRRTy y^y^ ^ cp f^ 

^3j)41cn y^i yrfyH yyt cp yf^epyR if ^ f^pryfrryt y sy^ f i yf^uyjTR, 
yTRyPTcf yaif y yryr ayy 3ik ypfyfyrrf yaft yy? cyt? ^an 

c^ 3ffFf?f 3fty gyRrivt ^y c^yyr yff ^Riyi c^ R^ry gy?nf^ pryfehy 
yy, 3fcyT-3Tcyy #4T3ff cRpfyy y^ cp y^ ifpr y^'r yryerr 34f&i7p i i 
■^fraMr^t ^ypT g'^riiRd ?y y^ ^fRsyrryy? ^f^yl y^lyMf^r ^ fciryR-f^ry?t 
yRc^ ^ ^ ^ y^ If I ypfyH y^ ^f yyrrTfcf?T yiefy^ c^ fc^j io gf^pyry 
3ftg eP^ gy cp^y^ ^ 25 gfrRRT RyiPT yfr eypy ypg^ ^ ^ 20 ' 

3frp 40' yppypRiy yT^y^ ^ MRfRr wm yy^yR y?fr%T yy f 1 

(vi) ?TePff% ^ffiapyM ^ g?^ ^ ^ pffy ty>f^ ylRRafRryt yfr grrRr^ yRc^ 

3Ty^ Tj^yeff pRprry ^ ymian %yT t yyg yRT c^ ypcFfy ^nf^rep #n3pt 
^ f^Rpy yy y^ f^yp # 1 pp^yy yyt ^ mN (^ ysit ^), 

tny ^ yp^ sfk yi^ ^ priy ppyp gRy^-i, ypi /y?TR^ gyR afR 

y>^y'f) gg pp^tt ^ gyi yyyt gy yiy-yp^ ttiRtct ^ i y^ c^ yry ^ 

^ ^ ?Rr ypf cPT vjWl'y ypRp ayyyycp ?Wr yf^ Rrgyy yg c^ apyify 
TTif^lty ^ta# ^ ^ yi^ ^ gyy ym ygcT«P y^ yRT^ ypTcft t yt yy yypf 
3Tfafpgj^ gyRt ^ yy«R ey ^ yyyrfl 1 y? ^pw gt yrfyry ypt 
c^ yn 4 gyR ^ ypyrf^ arypy-ypcTy yferf^M 7 ^ 

3P5FT-3Tery y^ ynf^rop |f 1 
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(vii) ^ ^ ZIRHITOT ^ feP? 3)'JHd WR 

^ «n^ yiR SRI ZTf vdc^y-Tl^ t ^ R?fHR 

HM ^ ^ 30 (^*1 tPT ^ 1 

(viii) m ^gsriR ^ ^ ^ Rrarr ^f 

^ ^ zfRHT ^ irf?TTR t I #afrfM C^ RZtM ^ ^ ^ 

RcfTR c^ ^JKTRTRT SillRlel §, sRi «[c«E 3ft^ “iff 

7TTp[cI t 1 dRcblf^* RTRcR ^ t, 3RT: 

#3M^ ZET HRI If ^ ^ ^R?IR ^ ^ 3reFT ^ WJ #? ^JSRF 

RFf^ ^ ^ cFrJ^ cA ^ 1 

(ix) ^ ■^aim ^ ^ r?]c^ rmht cr ^^rr sr i ^ 

Rlf^RF^ny zfff cFfSRT ^ Rf^^RFH ^flRT A ^gOT? cR^ ^ R?Je?R FigeR 

(eflcT^) RR SraVr ZRT^ ^ 1 R? Rll^FR^ TR^T RglMflRt 3fr? RtR cil^Hdl' 
^ RSIcR ^ y^Jc<f) RR f^lsrfRR RvR^ c^ R?T ^1 ^ | Rlf^RRRR '^Nl YlR 
Ef^kd {'T=RrHaTT^^fM) ^ RRd ^ R5RR ^ 

y^ZdR R^dR zflRER dEJ^ ^RZ '^RR & I ?ZI RtRHT R^T 30^ 3RI RR^ ^ 
3fr? f^FRlf^d RTIWI 

R^ ^f RdRT % ^ R^JdR RtRHT RR f^lW RRTRT^ 

cR^'t c^ RTR^ if 1%RT RR TIRkR, RI^ TIWj4 R^^RT R^'KTR RRzJ 
RRRT ^ I R^R zfTsfRM RJ^ RRR 1998 R f?RR 

RT[ 3ftZ Rt R^ R?t 3[Rf^ R^ 'HRll^ R7 RRR)t R^SR R^t RTF^t sft I RR 
^3TRM 3R^ TR ^ RmiR SR iRRTR ^RTRT t ?!> R? R5TRT ^ ^ R?JcR> 
RIrTRT ^ f^ 3TR^ RTRTR'I ^ Rp^f^R RR? TTRTRT t, RRR RR RR^ 
f¥^d #fR ^ 3Tt^ R5TRT RPR RtT*^ RZ 3fU f^Rd ^?^tRr ^ RRT 

R5RTr Rf^^ f>)vRT Rl RSRRT 1 f^Wd PRRTRR SRT f^RcR dRT ERT dtRR 

RT^ f^l'^RR Z^tRT f^SIRR R FdlJ rFRR plSTH^r R)T RRR Rd RRRR ^ I 


8. R y^ctR RR5t yR tTII HFIdq afR 3T1SIR R? R? RIRtR^R #3M^ RR RdTTR 

PihRhRir z^rt a dgnlRd rr?rt t ^ 

■RTRTdfdR ^ ^ TT^RR RR 


(R>) ^ 3I?Hf'd rW 3IFt RTRTRRd RT RFdTR 


ZRTcft 


20' 40' 

(R^ RRtff ^) 


3000 

2600 


4500 

3900 




III—mg 4] 
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(^) ^arf ^ ^ afR ^ihp^r^ ^ yFf?H 

20' 40' 

(■^ ^f) 

^ ^ 1800 2600 

"isricfr 820 1170 


{^) 


^ ark M'iwi'iMici ^5irT A ?iarT ark 4^ ar^p TiPfr^rrm 

^T y6'UH 

20' 40' 

(^ wrt T^) 

2560 3720 

1720 2520 


: 1 . TTTPP^fm ^ t ^ ^ai ^ \3cTKT ^jtktt t, TTT^ ^ t aik 

vHcPTR g ITT fvxRPin' oRci^-i fchilf 'jIicII ^ | 

2 . ^ ^ wm sjart ^). w ^ TiT^ ark TTi^ ^ w 

cT^ cfkcf?^ w?, arwT 5 PT TTT^i ^ ark ark 

cjT^^kr ycf ykpp ^ yrpft y? pt^— yr^r ^iikici ^ i 
3 kgy?! ^ ^ arn^fcT r^iif^id ^crrart k ^ kyr yrPT ^ ^jqcro 

yTT?ff t rfr 'Tr^cfrf ki y? vj^ kcTT kk arkkjfki yykr 
t\ yrypfn 

9, ^afrkft k vwff kr TR y km-ry yy krkr f^yr rtr 11 


TR, wqy, arm 

[fy^m ■y,/3/4/i43/2000—gror, ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, ihc I8ih December. 2000 


No. TAMP/43/2000-COPT.—In exercise of (he powers conferred by Section 48 of (he Mnjor Port 
Trusts Act. 1963 (38 of 1963). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves a composite tnriff for 
handling transhipment containers at the Cochin Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto. 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case N0.TAMP/43/2000-COPT 


The Cochin Port Trust (COPT) ... Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 27th day of November 2000) 


This case relates to a proposal submitted by the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for 
introduction of a composite tariff for handling transhipment containers. 


2.1, In its proposal, the COPT has made the following points:- 

(i). The vessels which are loading from Dubai and call at Cochin on their way to 
Colombo like to off load Tuticorin bound containers at Cochin instead of carrying 
all the way to Colombo and use those slots to carry Colombo bound boxes from 
Cochin. 


( 11 ). No charges have been prescribed for handling transhipment containers in the 
COPT Scale of Rates. Hence, they are treated as import containers as well as 
export containers: handling charges for both operations; and, two wharfages are 
being recovered. This is much higher than the charges levied at Ports like 
Tuticorin, JNPT, and Colombo. 

(iii). Some of the shipping lines have expressed their willingness to handle 
transhipment containers at Cochin provided a composite tariff is prescribed for the 
same on par with other Ports. 

2.2. In this backdrop, the COPT had initially proposed a composite tariff for handling 

transhipment containers as given below: 


s. 

No. 

Particulars of the containers 

Present Rate 
(Rs.) 

Proposed Rate 
(Rs.) 

1. 

20’ (Empty) 

2,910/- 

2,600/- 

2. 

40’ and above (Empty) 

4,300/- 

3,900/- 

3. 

20’(Loaded) 

4,410/- 

3,000/- 

4. 

40’ and above (Loaded) 

6,460/- 

4,500/- 


3. In accordance with procedure prescribed, the proposal was circulated among 

various users / representative bodies of port users. The comments received from them are 
summarised below: 

M/s. Bengal Tiger-Line 

(i) . During February 2000, a new service was started - Dubai / Cochin / Colombo. A 

lot Of containers were moving from DAE to Tuticorin on these vessels. The 
Principals were planning to tranship these containers at Cochin because they can 
accept more cargo from Cochin to Dubai. But when we calculated the rates it was 
coming to almost double compared to Colombo. Therefore, the Principals decided 
to tranship all these boxes via Colombo (i.e. Around 250 to 350 TEUs per month). 

(ii) . A consortium called Galax service were enquiring to bring containers from UAE 

destined for Tuticorin. Due to the heavy T/S charges, they were sending these 
containers on direct Colombo vessels from UAE and transhipping at Colombo. 
This will be around 300 to 500 TEUs per month. 

(III). PONL and MOSK are operating a joint service between Singapore and African 
ports. Thesi vessels are calling at Cochin also. During the raw cashew season 
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they bring a large number of containers destined for Tuticorin which they 
discharge at Cochin paying the high charge because these vessels do not call at 
Tuticorin. Sometimes they take this cargo to Tuticorin by rail (then they can avoid 
loading charges at the COPT) or send it via Colombo by sea if they get a better 
feeder freight. 

(iv) . Since the existing transhipment rates are exorbitant the COPT has lost ttie 

abovementioned business. 

(v) . In the prevailing competition between ports, the COPT must try to attract more 

cargo especially transhipment containers as the port is on the way to building a 
new Transhipment terminal at Vallarpadam. 

Karmahom Conference 

(i) . We fully agree with the COPT proposal. 

(ii) . The current rate for handling an empty container is lower than that of a loaded 

container. This is because an empty container is not generating any revenue 
since it has no payload. A laden container has a 'payload’ and, therefore, can 
bear a charge higher than an empty container. Therefore, we request the status 
quo to be maintained. 

The Shipping Corporation of India 

(i) . We appreciate and welcome the initiative taken by the COPT in their proposal to 

■ introduce a composite transhipment container handling charge. 

(ii) . We suggest that the COPT maintain their rates at the level of the JNPT for both 

empties as well as loaded containers. 

(iii) . Cochin has a great potential for attracting movement of domeetic Indian cargo in 

containers. In our, estimation a volume of about 500*600 TEUs can move into the 
COPT from North India via Pipavav and about 200-300 TEUs from COPT to other 
west coast Indian ports. The COPT can cater to this additional throughput If the 
COPT consider a special tariff for handling of 20’ and 40' containers containing 
domestic cargo from coastal ships. It is suggested that rates of Rs.2600/- / 20’ 
and Rs.3900/- / 40' may be fixed for these coastal cargo in containers. 

Indian National Shipowners AB»ocl«tion (1NSA> 

(i) . We support the views of the SCI. 

(ii) . We reiterate the urgent need to establish container related rates for containers 

moving with domestic cargo. 

CQchltLSfamer Anenti’ Awoclatton 

We fully endorse the Port’s proposal which will enable to attract additional transhipment 
containers to Cochin. 

The Container Shipplofl tinea Association (India) [CgLAl 

(i) . We wholehoartedly endorse the Government’s policy of encouraging development 

of India’s ports as centres of transhipment, or hubs. We, therefore, applaud the 
COPT’S view that it should reduce rates to try and encourage business. The Port 
Trust may wish to make further reductions to increase the attractiveness of the 
port. 

(ii) . We are aware that reduction of one tariff element may raise Concerns of “cross 

subsidisation”. We, however, believe that in this case such concerns, if they are 
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] raised, gre unjustified, as this is a normal commercial device to enable a business 

enterprise to compete. 

; (iii). It is encouraging that a port hap taken such steps but it may be appropriate to also 

] consider a .stepped rate structure to encourage mom transhipment volume, i.e. 

; more the volume, the lower the rate. Furthermore, the port may wish to give 

■ reductions on containers that move quickly through (he port. This encourages 
operators to move boxes faster and so will make greater use of the terminal. 

(iv) . ' The port may also give consideration to productivity related tariffs. There are 

many variations on this scheme but in essence ports may wish to consider 
guaranteeing levels of performance which if not achieved, result ip rebates to the 
Lines. Such a combination of guaranteed performance and a rebate mechanism 
could provide a significant incentive. 

(v) . It should be borne in mind though that the provision of a transhipment rate alone is 

not the only issue that is in peed of being addressed in developing India’s ports as 
transhipment hubs. There are two other important issues namely ^ 

simplification of the transhipment procedures and in particular those 
imposed by customs. • . 

The regulations governing access to the movement of containers on the 
Indian Coast where such moves are part of an international move via ah 
Indian hub port. 

4. A joint hearing in this case was held at the COPT on 11 August 2000. At the time 

of the joint hearing, the fotlowihg submissions were made: 

Cochin Port Trust (COPTt 

(i) . Components of the proposed composite transhipment charges are specific which 

can be easily listed. , 

(ii) . Wharfage Is included in the transhipment charge. Even for a normal container, 

wharfage is included in the 'box rate’. 

(iii) . If a full load vessel of transhipment-containers comes, we can consider a rebate 

for stevedoring. 

(iv) . If gantry crarte is not used because of operation in a conventional berth, there will 

be no charge for gantry at all. 

(v) . Lashing/unlashing is not covered as the Stevedore does it and charges for it. 

(vi) . Ours are specially designed cranes. There are restrictions on height because pf 

proximity to airport. Therefore, it can not be compared to the JNPT. There is 
quite often no smooth flow of cargo. Our cranes will be idle for two and three 
hours. All this has to be taken in to account. 

(vii) . In two months time, the COPT will consult users and bring a supplementary 

proposal for volume discounts 

£flt Y9l .K 

We endorse the proposal of the COPT. 

CocJiln Steamer Aaento Aasoclatlon 


COPT must Introduce volume discounts In line with the scheme operating at the JNPT. 
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IntfCn Nirt<Qn«t'SI>lPOwnOT» A«»octetton (INS Al and antopina Corporation of India 

(gen 

(I). W© agree with the proposal. Composite rates as proposed are required. 

(ii) . If the COPT will do everything, will stevedoring be required to be arranged 

separately? 

(iii) . The COPT shall specify the free time allowed on transhipment containers. 

(iv) . The COPT can not adopt the JNPT rates because productivity at the JNPT is 

higher. Further, at the COPT, lines incur certain additional expenditure. 

Container Shipping Lines Association (CSLAt 

(i) . The Initiative of feeder operators and the COPT is welcome. 

(ii) . It is the Shipping Line that pays ultimately and not the feeder operators. 

(iii) . Volume discounts must also be given as given by the Jawaharlal Nehru Port 

Trust. 

(iv) . There must always be a link between tariff and productivity. 

(v) . In case a vessel does not use the gantry crane what will be the rebate to be 

allowed on the corrrposite rate? 

(vi) . Is lashing/unlashing covered by the composite rate? In JNPT it is covered, 

M/t. Bengal Tiger- Line and M/». Aspinwall & Company limited 

We endorse the proposal of the Port. 

5. In the joint hearing, the following decisions were taken: 

(i) . The COPT would recast its proposal to provide for different rates for gantry 

loading/unloading and conventional loading / unloading, 

(ii) . The COPT would consult the users and incorporate a proposal for giving volume 

discounts. 


6;1.' The COPT has submitted its revised proposal Vide its letter dated 29 September 

2000. In the revised proposal, in addition to the transhipmeht Charges proposed in the original 
proposal (as given in para 2.2 above), the following consolidated charges have been proposed: 


A. Transhipment containers handled bothways In the conventional 
berths. 



Existing 

Proposed 


Rs. 

Rs. 

20’ empty 

910.00 

820.00 

20’ Loaded 

3010.00 

2350.00 

40' empty 

- 1300.00 

1170.00 

40’ Loaded 

4560.00 

3460.00 
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B. Composite charges for handling transhipment containers loaded at 
the conventional berth and discharged at the gantry and vice-versa 



Existing 

Proposed 


Rs. 

Rs. 

20' empty 

1910.00 

1720.00 

20’Loaded 

4010.00 

3000.00 

40’ empty 

2800.00 

2520.00 

40’Loaded 

6060.00 

4550.00 


6.2. The COPT has also proposed a volume disnount scheme separately for 

container'- nnd other carro. 

7. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, and based on a collective application of mind, the following points emerge for consideration: 

(i) . The exis' ig Scale of Rates of the COPT does not contain separate handling 

charges tor transhipment containers. Users are now being charged twice - for 
import operation and for export operation separately. The present proposal is to 
be seen as a step to rationalise the charges for handling transhipment containers 
in order to boost transhipment activity in the port. 

(ii) . All the users have welcomed the proposal. 

(iii) . The COPT has revised its original proposal so that composite rates for the 

following three situations can be prescribed: 

(a) . Handling transhipment containers under Gantry both ways. 

(b) . Handling transhipment containers in the conventional berths both ways. 

(c) . Handling transhipment containers in the conventional berths one way and 

under gantry the other way and vice versa. 

(iv) . The COPT has mentioned that the proposed rates are arrived at by allowing a 

concession in the existing charges to the tune of 10% in the case of empties and 
25% in the case of loaded containers. Since the existing charges for loaded 
containers include wharfage on cargo also, the higher concession given to loaded 
containers is found to be in order. 

(v) . Some discrepancies have been noticed in the COPT’s computation of the existing 

rates for 20’ and 40’ loaded transhipment containers handled at the conventional 
berths. Consequently, the consolidated rates proposed for these categories of 
containers handled bothways in conventional berths and handled in conventional 
berths one way and under Gantry the other way have been found to be higher 
than the aggregate of the itemised rates for individual services. 

The arithmetical error in these rates proposed by the COPT have been corrected 
in consultation with it. Keeping in view the concession of 10% for empties and 
25% for loaded containers proposed to be allowed in the existing rates, the 
consolidated charges for 20’ and 40' loaded transh’ -nent containers have 
accordingly been modified. 

(vi) . While the COPT has revised its earlier proposal to cover the three alternative 

situations of handling, it has not mentioned the various components of services 
covered under the composite rates. The composite rate covers Gantry charges 
(at gantry berths), transportation from quay to yard and vice versa, lift on / lift off 
charges at yard and wharfage on container as well as containerised cargo. This 
needs to be specifically mentioned in the Scale of Rates with a stipulation that 
when any of the services covered by the composite rate is not provided by the 
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Port, a rebate equivalent to the notified charge for that activity is to be allowed. It 
is to be recognised that the existing Scale of Rates contains separate rates for the 
individual activities proposed to be covered by the composite charge. 

(vii). The SCI raised a point at the joint hearing about free time allowed on 
transhipment containers. In this connection, it is noteworthy that the existing 
Scale of Rates of the COPT specifies a free time of 30 days for this category. 

(viii). Accepting the suggestion made during the joint hearing, the COPT has proposed 
a volume discount scheme. However, the COPT proposal covers not only all 
types of container traffic but also bulk, break bulk and liquid cargo. Since the 
instant case is in the context of transhipment containers only, the volume discount 
proposal of the COPT has, therefore, to be delinked from this case and processed 
as separate case. 


(ix). The CSLA has raised the issue of prescribing an efficiency linked tariff scheme. 
The stated policy of this Authority is to use the tariff leverage to effect 
improvements in operational efficiency. This Authority is also in favour of 
prescription of efficiency linked tariffs at all major ports and port terminals. The 
Authority has already introduced an efficiency linked container handling tariff 
scheme at the Nhava Sheva International Container terminal Limited (NSICT). 
This scheme is further to be refined and extended to other ports. 

However, prescription of an efficiency linked tariff scheme at the COPT can not be 
made in case of transhipment containers alone; it has to cover the entire container 
handling activity. The existing COPT container handling charges were fixed in 
December 1998; and, on expiry of a two year period, they would be due for a 
review. When the COPT next proposes a revision of the rates, it can incorporate 
Its proposals for an efficiency linked tariff scheme which will reward the port for 
achieving performances above a cut-off limit and penalise for performances below 
the cut-off limit. The sustained average level of past performance can serve as a 
reasonable pointer for determining the cut off limit. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the Authority approves the proposal 

of the COPT as given below: 


“ Composite rate for transhipment container handling 

A. Transhipment containers handled both ways under Gantry 

20 : 40 : 

Rates in Rs. 

Loaded 3000 4500 

Empty 2600 3900 

B. Transhipment containers handled both ways in the Conventional Berths 

201 40 : 

Rates in Rs. 


Loaded 

Empty 


1800 

820 


2600 

1170 
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C. Transhipment containers handled in the conventional berths one way and 
under Gantry the other way 


2 ^ 40 : 

Rates in Rs. 

Loaded 2560 3720 

Empty 1720 2520 

Note: 1. A transhipment container is one which is discharged from one vessel, 
stored in the yard and transported through another vessel. 

2. The composite rates given above cover Gantry charges (at gantry berths 
only), charges for transportation from quay to yard and vice versa, 
charges for grounding and lifting by transfer crane at the yard and 
wharfage on container as well as containerised cargo. 

3. If any of the services covered by the composite rates are not provided by 
the port, a rebate equivalent to the notified charges for that service shall 
be allowed on the composite rates. ” 

9. The COPT Is directed to amend its Scale of Rate‘s accordingly. 


S SATHYAM. Chairman 
lADVT No./lll/IV/l4.V2l)()() -Exty.) 
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